oy Pe 


a 


CINE h 
Appieved E For Release soonrosta tt 


iz ia\ 
»  25X1A 
A-RDP83B00823R000700020076-> een 


ae 


A 
wtih ar 
Pi MAY 


ENGINEERING §& PLANNING BRANCH 
FUNCTIONS AND ACTIVITIES 


I. FUNCTION 


Manage a program which looks to the development of 
new equipments needed for the technical security programs 
of the Division. 


ACTIVITY 
For equipment deveined in-house: 
A. Write the Request for Proposal. 
B. Evaluate proposals. 


C. Aid in negotiating the contract for the 
equipment. ; 


D. Serve as the Contracting Officer's Technical 
Representative. 


E. Monitor the performance of the contractor. 


F. Perform the acceptance testing for the 
equipment. 


For research,development and engineering tasks done 
in our behalf by ORD and OTS: 


G. In conjunction with ORD or OTS, identify 
needed equipments. 


H. Together with ORD and OTS serve as contract 
monitors and observers. 
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II. FUNCTION 
Provide budget and planning functions for the Division. 
ACTIVITY 


A. Prepare Program Call; Annual budget and 
related papers. 


B. Prepare special studies such as a Technical 
Threat Assessment or a five year projection of technical 
equipment needs. 
III. FUNCTION. 
Perform special technical liaison. 


ACTIVITY 


A. Serve as an observer to the Technical Security 
Countermeasures Subcommittee's R&D Working Group. 


B. Serve as a member of the R&D Working Group's 
Threat Assessment Task Force. 


C. Serve as a member of the Special Reading 
Group. 
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developeg,in house, new equipment needed for 

the technical security programsof the Division. 


ACTIVITY CODEJII, B, (b); COMPONENT: 0S/pTos Technical Securit: 


Division/EPB 
EVALUATION: = DATE: 


What is (are) our reference(s) for this activity? Date(s)? 
| 25X1A 


Is (are) the reference(s) still in force? Yes xX No | 
Who is (are) the beneficiary (ies) of this activity? 


cae os 


Do you feel the activity is still necessary? Yes X No_ 
Do(es) the beneficiary (ies) feel it is still necessary? Yes X% No 
Can the activity be done more efficiently or less costly? Yes No x 


Do you féel that responsibility for the activity should be transferred 
to another OS component or to another Office? ¥es. > No K 
If so, where and why? 


Can another component do the activity more efficiently? Less costly? 
More properly? Yes No X If so, which component and why? 


Does the activity include anything questionable in the light of 
Watergate? Yes No_ x If so, what? 


Can this activity be reduced in scope/size or discontinued Without 
Significant effect on overall Agency Security? Yes No 
If so, how? 


Is there any activity not now being pursued by OS that you feel is more 
important than this one? Yes No X_ If so,. what? 
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evelop,in house,new equipments needed for 
the technical .sécurity program of the Division. 
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ACTIVITY CODEIII 32 2 COMPONENT: 0S/PTOS/Technical Securit 
- Division/EPB : 
EVALUATION: _ DATE: * 


What is (are) our reference(s) for this activity? Date(s}? 


25X1A 
Is (are) the reference(s) still in force? Yes XX No | 
Who is (are) the beneficiary(ies) of this activity? 
Do you feel the activity is still necessary? Yes No 
Do(es) the beneficiary(ies) feel it is still necessary? Yes XK No . 
Can the activity be done more efficiently or less costly? Yes No 7 


If so, how? 


Sate 
Do you féel that responsibility for the activity should be transferred 
to another OS component or to another Office? Yes ¢.' 
If so, where and why? 


Can another component do the activity more efficiently? Less costly? 
More properly? Yes No y If so, which component and why? 


Does the activity include anything questionable in the light of 
Watergate? Yes No X If so, what? 


Can this activity be reduced in scope/size or discontinued without 
Significant effect on overall Agency security? Yes _ No_xX 
If so, how? 


Is there any activity not now being pursued by OS that you feel is more 
important than this one? Yes No X_ If so,. what? 
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of in-house designed equipments needed for 
the technical security programs of the Divisio 


ACTIVITY CODEIII, B, (b); 5. _ COMPONENT: OS/PTOS/Technical Securit 
. Division/EPB 


EVALUATION: 


What is (are) our reference(s) for this activity? Date(s)? 


Is (are) the reference(s) still in force? Yes X No | 
Who is (are) the beneficiary (ies) of this activity? 


- Do you feel the activity is still necessary? Yes xX No 
Do(es) the beneficiary(ies) feel it is still necessary? Yes X No 


Can the activity be done more efficiently or less costly? Yes No 
Tf so, how? : S 


Do you féel that responsibility for the activity should be transferred 
to another OS component or to another Office? Yes - NO 
If so, where and why? 


Can-another component do the activity more efficiently? Less costly? 
More properly? Yes No Xx If so, which component and why? 


Does the activity include anything questionable in the light of 
Watergate? Yes - No x If so, what? 


Can this activity be reduced in scope/size or discontinued without 
significant effect on overall Agency security? Yes _ No_X 
If so, how? 


Is there any activity not now being pursued by OS that you feel is more 
important than this one? Yes No Sy if so,. what? 
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COMPONENT: OS/PTOS/Technical Securit 
Division/EPB  - - 
EVALUATION: DATE: © 


ACTIVITY CODEIII 


What is (are) our reference(s) for this activity? Date(s)? 


Is (are) the reference(s) still in force? Yes X No — 
Who is (are) the beneficiary(ies) of this activity? 


Do you feel the activity is still necessary? Yes X No 

Do(es) the beneficiary(ies) feel it is still necessary? Yes XK No 

Can the activity be done more efficiently or less costly? Yes No_ X 
If so, how? ann 


Do you feel that responsibility for the activity should be transferred 
to another OS component or to another Office? Yos NG YX 
If so, where and why? 


Can another component do the activity more efficiently? Less costly? 
More properly? Yes ~No_X If so, which component and why? 


Does the activity include anything questionable in the light of 
Watergate? Yes No X If so, what? 


Can this activity be reduced in scope/size or discontinued without 
Significant effect on overall Agency security? Yes No_y 
If so, how? 


Is there any activity not now being pursued by OS that you feel is more 
important than this one? Yes No X_ If so, what? 
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contractor in the development of in-house 
designed security equipment. 


ACTIVITY CODEAII = COMPONENT: 0S/PTO$/Technical Securit 
Division/EPB oe 
EVALUATION: DATE: 


What is (are) our reference(s) for this activity? Date(s)? tip 
| : ss -2BKTA 


Is (are) the reference(s) still in force? Yes XK No- 
Who is (are) the beneficiary(ies) of this activity? 


el od 


Do you feel the activity is still necessary? Yes ¥ No 

Do(es) the beneficiary(ies) feel it is still necessary? Yes « 

Can the activity be done more efficiently or less costly? Yes 
If so, how? 


Do you féel that responsibility for the activity should be transferred 
to another OS component or to another Office? Yes - No 
If so, where and why? 


Can another component do the activity nore efficiently? Less costly? 
More properly? Yes No. X If so, which component and why? 


Does the activity include anything questionable in the light of 
Watergate? Yes No_ xX If so, what? 


Can this activity be reduced in scope/size or discontinued without 
Significant effect on overall Agency security? Yes / No 
If so, how? 


Is there any activity not now being pursued by OS that you feel is more 
important than this one? Yes No > If so,. what? 
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IDENTIFICATION OF ACTIVITY: The Technical Security: Division component 
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equipments deve ouse for the 
Technical Security Programs of the Division. 


ACTIVITY CODETII, B, (b);,6. COMPONENT: es PTOs Technatal Security 
Division/EPB 
EVALUATION: . DATE: 


What is (are) our reference(s) for this activity? Date(s)? 


Pai in 


Is (are) the reference(s) still in force? Yes X No’ 
Who is (are) the beneficiary(ies) of this activity? 


Ge 


Do you feel the activity is still necessary? Yes XK No_ 

Do(es) the beneficiary(ies) feel it is still necessary? Yes % No 

Can the activity be done more efficiently or less costly? Yes No 
If so, how? 


Do you feel that responsibility for the activity should be transferred 
to another OS component or to another Office? Yes _ No XK 
If so, where and why? 


Can another component do the activity more efficiently? Less costly? 
More properly? Yes No_ X If so, which component and why? 


Does the activity include anything questionable in the light of 
Watergate? Yes No If so, what? 


Can this activity be reduced in scope/size or discontinued without 
Significant effect on overall Agency security? Yes _ No y 
If so, how? . 


Is there any activity not now being pursued by OS that you feel is more 
important than this one? Yes NO _X If so, what? - 
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Approved For Release 2000/09/23 SA RH SasBbegSROBEeODORgOA Aen ts. and/or 
‘ACTIVITY CODEAII, B, (b); 7 COMPONENT: 0S/PTOS/Technical Securit 
Division/EPB. .- 


EVALUATION: 2 DATE 


What is (are) our reference(s) for this activity? Date(s)? 


——EEE ia 


Is (are) the reference(s) still in force? Yes XK No — 
Who is (are) the beneficiary(ies) of this activity? 


Do you feel the activity is still necessary? Yes XK No_ ; 
Do(es) the beneficiary(ies) feel it is still necessary? Yes X No 


Can the activity be done more efficiently or less costly? Yes No 
If so, how? 


Do you féel that responsibility for the activity should be transferred 
to another OS component or to another Office? Yes = No x 
If so, where and why? 


Can another component do the activity more efficiently? Less costly? 
More properly? Yes Nox If so, which component and why? 


Does the activity include any thing questionable in the light of 
Watergate? Yes No X Jf so, what? 


Can this activity be reduced in scope/size or discontinued without 
significant effect on overall Agency security? Yes ; NO XK 
If so, how? 


Is there any activity not now being pursued by OS that you feel is more 
important than this one? Yes No X_ If so,. what? 
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ACTIVITY CODEZII, B, (b); 8. __ COMPONENT: OS/PTO$/Technical Securit 
; Division/EPB 7s 
EVALUATION: , DATE: 


What is (are) our reference(s) for this activity? Date(s)? 
25X1A 


Is (are) the reference(s) still in force? Yes X No | 
Who is (are) the beneficiary(ies) of this activity? 


a a 


Do you feel the activity is still necessary? Yes X No 

Do(es) the beneficiary(ies) feel it is still necessary? Yes ¥ No 

Can the activity be done more efficiently or less costly? Yes No 
If so, how? 


Do you féel that responsibility for the activity should be transferred 
to another OS component or to another Office? Yes =? NO 
If so, where and why? 


Can another component do the activity more efficiently? Less costly? 
More properly? Yes No X If so, which component and why? 


Does the activity include anything questionable in the light of 
‘Watergate? Yes No_X If so, what? 


Can this activity be reduced in scope/size or discontinued without 
Significant effect on overall Agency security? Yes No YX 
If so, how? 


Is there any activity not now being pursued by OS that you feel is more 
important than this one? Yes No YX If so,. what? 
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ACTIVITY CODETII, | COMPONENT: OS/PTOS/Technical Securit 

. Division/EPB - 
EVALUATION: DATE: 


What is (are) our reference(s) for this activity? Date(s)? 


Is (are) the reference(s) still in force? Yes 
Who is (are) the beneficiary(ies) of this activity? 


Do you feel the activity is still necessary? Yes No 
Do(es) the beneficiary(ies) feel it is still necessary? Yes — No 
Can the activity be done more efficiently or less costly? Yes No 

If so, how? ; 


Do you féel that responsibility for the activity should be transferred. 
to another OS component or to another Office? Yes - Mo 
If so, where and why? 


Can another component do the activity more efficiently? Less costly? 
More properly? Yes No If so, which component and why? 


la 


Does the activity include anything questionable in the light of 
Watergate? Yes No If so, what? 


Can this activity be reduced in scope/size or discontinued without 
significant effect on overall Agency security? Yes "No 
If so, how? ; 


Is there any activity not now being pursued by OS that you feel is more 
important than this one? Yes NO If so,. what? 
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ACTIVITY CODEIII, B, 10 COMPONENT: 0S/PTOS$/Technical Security. 
Division/EPB- .- 
EVALUATION: 4 “DATE: 


What is (are) our reference(s) for this activity? Date(s)? 


Is (are) the reference(s) still in force? Yes _ No- 
Who is (are) the beneficiary (ies) of this activity? 


Do you feel the activity is still necessary? Yes No 

Do(es) the beneficiary(ies) feel it is still necessary? Yes ° 

Can the activity be done more efficiently or less costly? Yes 
If so, how? 


Do you feel that responsibility for the activity should be transferred 
to another OS component or to another Office? Yos - Mo 
If so, where and why? 


Can another component do the activity more efficiently? Less costly? 
More properly? Yes No If so, which component and why? 


Does the activity include anything questionable in the light of 
Watergate? Yes No If so, what? 


Can this activity. be reduced in scope/size or discontinued without 
Significant effect on overall Agency security? Yes _ No 
If so, how? 


Is there any activity not now being pursued by OS that you feel is more 
important than this one? Yes NO If so,. what? 
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p Y preparing Special Studies 
sucn as a Technical threat assessment or 
a five year projection of technical 
equipment neéds. : ’, 


ACTIVITY CODEIII, B, (b); 11 COMPONENT: OS/PTOS/Technical Securit 
; Division/EPB -. 
EVALUATION: oo . . DATE: |. 
What is (are) our reference(s) for this activity? Date(s)? 
. . 25X1A 
Is (are) the reference(s) still in force? Yes K No | : 


Who is (are) the beneficiary(ies) of this activity? 


or ae a 


Do you feel the activity is still necessary? Yes XX No 

Do(es) the beneficiary(ies) feel it is still necessary? Yes X No 

Can the activity be done more efficiently or less costly? Yes No 
If so, how? : 


Do you féel that responsibility for the activity should be transferred 
to another OS component or to another Office? ¥es... ° X x 
If so, where and why? 


Can-another component do the activity more efficiently? Less costly? 
More properly? Yes No XY If so, which component and why? 


Does the activity include anything questionable in the light of 
Watergate? Yes No X If so, what? 


Can this activity be reduced in scope/size or discontinued without 
Significant effect on overall Agency security? Yes _ No_X 
If so, how? 


Is there any activity not now being pursued by OS that you feel is more 
important than this one? Yes No XX If so,. what? 
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__ACTIVITY CODESII, B, (b); 12° COMPONENT: 0S/PTOS/Technical Security _ 
Division/EPB ae. 
EVALUATION: ; ; DATE: o- 
What is (are) our reference (s) i” Date(s)? 25X1A | 
Is (are) the reference(s) still in force? Yes XK No’ : 


Who is (are) the beneficiary(ies) of this activity? 


Do you feel the activity is still necessary? Yes X No . . 
Do(es) the beneficiary(ies) feel it is still necessary? Yes X No 
Can the activity be done more efficiently or less costly? Yes No_X 

If so, how? al 


Do you féel that responsibility for the activity should be transferred. 
to another OS component or to another Office? Yes - Mo 
If so, where and why? 


Can another component do the activity more efficiently? Less costly? 
More properly? Yes No X If so, which component and why? 


- € 


Does the activity include anything questionable in the light of 
Watergate? Yes - Nox If so, what? 


Can this activity be reduced in scope/size or discontinued without 
Significant effect on overall Agency security? Yes _ No x 
If so, how? 


Is there any activity not now being pursued by OS that you feel is more 
important than this one? Yes No x If so,. what? 
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ACTIVITY CODEIII, B, (b); 13 COMPONENT: OS/PTOS/Technical Securit 
Division/EPB - 
EVALUATION: | | OO DATE: 


What is (are) our reference(s) for this activity? Date(s)? 
aera 25X1A 


Is (are) the reference(s) still in force? Yes xX No — 
Who is (are) the beneficiary(ies) of this activity? 


goa 


Do you feel the activity is still necessary? Yes X No_ 

Do(es) the beneficiary(ies) feel it is still necessary? Yes x No 

Can the activity be done more efficiently or less costly? Yes No » 
If so, how? : 


Do you féel that responsibility for the activity should be transferred 
to another OS component or to another Office? Yes _ MO X 
If so, where and why? 


Can another component do the activity more efficiently? Less costly? 
More properly? Yes No YX If so, which component and why? 


Does the activity include anything questionable in the light of 
Watergate? Yes No KX If so, what? 


Can this activity be reduced in scope/size or discontinued without 
Significant effect on overall Agency security? Yes No_X 
If so, how? 


Is there any activity not now being pursued by OS that you feel is more 
important than this one? Yes No X_ If so,. what? 
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__ACTIVEtY CODERIN, - Bb): COMPONENT: OS/PTOS/Technical Securit 


Division/EPB | 
EVALUATION: : DATE: 


What is (are) our reference(s) for this activity? Date(s)? 


25X1A 


Is (are) the reference(s) still in force? Yes X No _ 
Who is (are) the beneficiary (ies) of this activity? 


ar a a 


- Do you feel the activity is “stall necessary? — Yes X No 

Do(es) the beneficiary (ies) feel it is still necessary? Yes X No 

Can the activity be done more efficiently or less costly? Yes Noy ~ 
If so, how? 


Do you feel that responsibility for the activity should be transferred 
to-another OS component or to another Office? Yes ON 5 
If so, where and why? 


Can another component do the activity more. efficiently? Less costly? 
More properly? Yes No XxX If so, which component and why? 


Does the activity include anything questionable in the light of 
Watergate? Yes No _X_ If so, what? 


Can this activity be reduced in scope/size or discontinued without 
Significant effect on overall Agency security? Yes _ No x 
If so, how? 


Is there any activity not now being pursued by OS that you feel is more 
important than this one? Yes NO _X If so,. what? 
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USE_ONLY 
ROUTING AND RECORD SHEET 


SUBJECT: (Optional) 


EXTENSION T No. 


FROM: 25X1A 


DATE 


5311 18 March 1975 


Policy and Plans Group 
TO: (Officer designation, room number, and DATE ; 
building) OFFICER'S COMMENTS (Number each comment to show from whom 
INITIALS : i 
peceiven: |eOnwanbeb to whom. Draw a line across column after each comment.) 
+ —|. 


ci 
OS/PTOS/Technical 7 tae Objective B57104 the 


1. 


Security Division/EPB ti. Office of Security will re- 
2. | a view and validate all Office 
25X1A ; 
of Security functions, 
activities...to ensure effec 


3. tiveness, economy and effici¢ 
pone The attached documents re- 
— 0 oh present two milestones under 
| that objective. Milestone l, 
the components identified tI 
their functions and activiti¢ 
5. | Milestone 2 was establishmen 
of a format for evaluating 
ie "| these...activities. It is re 
6. quested that the Engineering 
and Planning Branch review 
pie the attachment and: 
7. a) Certify that there are 
no deletions/corrections 
| Zech additions to be made to 
| the previous listing 
submitted by your office. 
b) Review the Identificatio 
9. of Activity statement on 
each evaluation sheet to 
ensure it fully equals 
10. iT to the comparable 
activity from your offic 


listing. 
VW. c) Use the attached format 


to evaluate each individtal 
Sree activity. 
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